The British Sociological Association's (BSA) annual conference was held at Glasgow Caledonian University, 15-17 April 2015. The key aim of the conference was to promote current and major work undertaken by researchers with a shared sociological interest. By organizing presentations into discipline-related streams, the conference encouraged multidisciplinary engagement with key aims and issues within sociology. Alongside the multiple streams, three plenaries were hosted by speakers who reflected on the central conference theme, including Alice Goffman, Colin Samson, and Guy Standing. Pecha Kucha presentations were also introduced. Designed to last for under seven minutes, these presentations succeeded in creating an engaging and lively atmosphere while stimulating topical dialogue. Steered by a focus on highlighting how critical, multidisciplinary perspectives are advancing sociological thought and research, the BSA conference highlighted how shared disciplinary values and discussion richly enhances the knowledge we produce. Bringing together researchers from a diverse range of disciplinary backgrounds-including race studies, medicine, cultural studies, and education-redefined the cause for commitment to reflecting upon society and global human and environmental issues in a way that crosses boundaries and seeks complexity.
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Tom Campbell (University of Leeds) presented the first paper with a disability studies focus, exploring the ways that social inequality and the social status of disabled people are linked. He underlined the knowledge that the phenomenon of disability is widely under-researched in sociology, while being at the locus of social and political debates surrounding citizen "entitlement." His paper powerfully set the tone for progressive sociological engagement with disability studies. Rather than including disability as a supporting aspect in the sociological landscape, the notion that disability studies' values, aims, and issues have transformative potential for sociological research was underscored. From this perspective, the engagement with disability studies started from an unapologetic and undiluted standpoint. Personally, I believe that a centralizing focus on disability and the societal discrimination faced by people with impairments was a necessary position to adopt, especially in a multidisciplinary environment such as the BSA conference. Too often disability and impairment is sidelined as a "personal" issue, not getting the recognition it deserves in sociological research that explores oppression on a macro level. Campbell's paper articulated how the systemic stigmatization and undermining of disability is ingrained in culture. Through examining the position of disability identity within social structures, research in sociology has the potential to progressively recognize the inextricable links of sociopolitical conditions and cultural representation.
Strengthening the case for greater focus on disability representation within studies of oppression and sociopolitical power relations, Teodor Mladener (King's College London) presented a paper that focused on the notion of a "post-socialist disability matrix." She positioned this term as a critical framework to better understand the economic distribution, cultural recognition, and political representation of disability. This excellent paper focused on the phenomenon of disability as arising from hegemonic political systems in society. In particular, she discussed dominant perceptions of disability in post-socialist Bulgaria. She posited two factors-namely, socialist legacies and post-socialist neoliberalization-within the locus of oppression and discrimination faced by disabled people. In order to critically analyse the nature and affect of political legacies on the lives and societal treatment of disabled people, she argued that the post-socialist disability matrix offers a foundational basis for research in this area. She outlined how and why critical inquiry must reflect on political systems. For instance, consideration was given to welfare policies from the perspective of redistribution and what this highlights in terms of how disabled people are recognized and valued by society. In terms of moving sociological research forward-the underpinning focus of the BSA conference-Mladener's presentation of a "post-socialist disability matrix" brought to the fore how the study of disability in sociopolitical dimensions reveals how certain political contexts respond to natural human diversity. In turn, this progresses sociological research in reflecting on how the body is shaped and valued within a cultural and political environment. In this respect, Mladener's paper successfully added a dimension to the complex task of analysing the political, social, logical, and attitudinal foundations upon which culture is built.
Within the same panel, Jackie Gulland (University of Edinburgh), continued the theme of the sociopolitical status of disabled people. Deconstructing the discourse and ideologies within the current British benefits system, she powerfully linked medical model beliefs surrounding disability and impairment as the overarching and continuing devaluation of disabled people within welfare provision. To begin, she explored how British politics traditionally relies on the (mis)conception of "hard-working people" who "do right" by society and the parallel notion that those who do not participate in "hard work" are burdensome. Considering this misinformed and dichotomous way of viewing individual contributions to society, Gulland outlined how people who access benefits are frequently stigmatized. Critically analysing this information, she questioned the way that society dominantly defines "work." In so doing, she fruitfully challenged the ableist cultural ideology that decrees work as laborious and capitalistic. During Gulland's talk I was struck by the clear and pronounced understanding that the disabled body can encourage us to reconfigure cultural boundaries and reliance on what is meant by "work."
Arguing that different identity groups and individuals perceive and do "work" differently and in contrasting contexts, Gulland powerfully challenged the hegemonic status of "work" that is central to the British benefits system. Adding to the complex nature of this debate, Gulland effectively drew attention to the problematic way that work is traditionally defined-that is, by hegemonic political structures. This paper clearly underpinned the need for critical analysis, from a disability studies perspective, of welfare and benefits discourses. By doing this, structural barriers that sustain challenges for disabled people when accessing the labour market can be identified and problematized. Pursuing a different theme, I presented a paper on the representation of women with perceived mental health issues in early twentieth-century pharmaceutical advertisements. My basic premise was that historic stigma surrounding women with mental health issues was sustained and created by the negative and medical-model-centric representations in advertising. Following a feminist disability studies perspective, I presented the view that the representations centred on the notion that women experiencing mental health issues "fail" to live up to the gendered role of "homemaker." Moreover, the advertisements systematically enforced the notion that by taking medication, women could stave off "unnatural" mental health issues and continue to sustain the myth that fulfilment can be found solely in housework, child rearing, and presenting a beautiful façade to the outside world. Developing the belief, previously expressed by Gulland, that hegemonic discourses surrounding disability rely on medical-model notions of human diversity as "defective," I outlined the traditional way that the female and disabled body has been presented as ulterior to the "norm." In support of this, I argued, applying textual analysis to advertisements highlights how past sociocultural contexts have marginalized gender and disability, encouraging medical intervention as an effective "antidote." A key aim of my paper was to highlight how analysis of cultural texts-namely, advertisements-can do much to reveal past and present sociocultural values, ideologies, and (mis) conceptions. Guiding analysis through a social justice lens-specifically, a disability studies framework-productively reveals how culture both sustains and helps to create identity, on a social and personal level.
My time at the BSA conference led me to reflect on how disability is perceived and focused on within sociological research and wider academic circles. My belief that the study of disability and the experiences and treatment of disabled people in society elucidates the complex and multifaceted nature of oppression in a powerful way is further cemented. This knowledge was deepened by Campbell's, Mladener's, and Gulland's papers by the urge to centralize disability within analysis of hegemonic political legacies and current welfare systems that sustain the myth of a "normal" and "deserving" body. In so doing, research in sociology and other disciplines has the potential to deconstruct sociocultural contexts in a way that asks important and pressing social justice questions. The role of culture in configuring and sustaining systemic oppression, specifically of disabled people, can be centralized and thus come to impact on a wider understanding of the nature of oppression. My experience of the BSA conference has taught me the importance of disseminating disability studies research to wider audiences and disciplines that do not already focus on the treatment and experiences of disabled people in society. By doing this, the emancipatory and social justice values of disability studies may be voiced more strongly within the academy.
